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ier, Louis Blanc himself and above all the disciples of Proud-
hon: uniting only in their demand for social reform or revolu-
tion to complete the political revolt. The disciples of Proudhon
were particularly influential because his vision of society as a
community of small, self-governing groups and co-operative
associations glorified the Commune as the natural unit of
society. To the extreme left were the Communists, disciples of
Marx'and Engels, who played a considerable individual part
in the history of the Commune. These included men like
fidouard Vaillant, who became Minister of the Interior in the
Commune: men like Leo Franckel who kept in touch with
Marx himself, and with the First International which Marx
had founded hi 1864. As Professor Brogan has pointed out,
'Neither formally nor really had the International a leading
role in the revolt, and .... it was not Marxism that was the
animating creed of the Paris workers or their leaders.' The
unanimity of the demand for 'a Commune' concealed a wide
variety of different aims. 'The Commune5 meant something
different to each group, and provided the same sort of common
rallying cry which the demand for 'a Constitution' provided in
1789, or for 'The Revolution' in Russia of 1917.
Marx, by adopting and defending the Commune in his mani-
festo of the International, later known as The Civil War in
France^ tried to make it the pattern for future proletarian
revolutionary action. Considered historically, the Paris Com-
mune makes sense only if it is regarded not as the hopeful model
for future political action but as the somewhat forlorn climax
of the old French tradition. It is an end rather than a begin-
ning. For the next two generations, at least, the future was to
lie with the big, centralized nation-State, and both political
and technical developments were to militate against the suc-
cess of local, spontaneous revolts. In a Europe where Germany
and Italy had become political units, France too had to be a
powerful centralized nation-State. In this sense Ttiers ranks
with Bismarck and Cavour as one of the great nationalists of
modern Europe. He stood for the preservation of political and
constitutional unity, just as did his contemporary Abraham
Lincoln in America: and both had to fight a civil war in order